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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.G. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 January 2004 , 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 73-76,78-120,122-144 and 146-152 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim{s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 73-76, 78-120, 122-144. and 146-152 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

« 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacenrient drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.G. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)n None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This Final Office Action is responsive to the Amendment filed 01/12/04. 



2. 



Claims 73-76, 78-120, 122-144, and 146-152 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

4. Claims 73-76, 78-80, 82-84, 86-87. 95-1 01 , 1 03, 1 04-1 07, 1 1 1 -1 1 3, 1 1 7-1 20, 
122, 124, 128-134, 135-140, 143-144, 146, 149 and 151 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Applicant's admitted prior art and Filepp (USP 
5,578,072). 

Regarding claims 73, 1 17 and 143, Applicant's admitted prior art teaches the 
displaying of a first palette window (1 OOA) from a hierarchy of palette windows wherein 
one or more of the palette windows comprises palette items (106, 1 10A, 108A) that are 
selectable by a user to include functionality in a program. The first palette window 
includes navigation items (108A) for navigating among the hierarchy of palette windows. 
Applicant's admitted prior art also teaches the receiving of user input selecting a 
navigation item (selecting icon 108A) and the displaying of a child palette window 
(100B) in response to said user input selection (see figure 4B). Applicant's admitted 
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prior art differs from the claim in that Applicant's admitted prior art fails to teach that a 
first palette window is closed subsequent to said receiving the user input selecting 
navigation item. However, such feature Is old and well known in the art. For example, 
Filepp teaches the navigation buttons Next 291 which, upon selected, will close the 
current page and display the next page (Fig. 3b). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Filepp teaching of a next 
button for closing a current page and display the next page In Applicant's admitted prior 
art system with the motivation being to easily navigate through the series of windows. 

Regarding claims 74 and 118, Applicant's admitted prior art also teaches icons 
(1 10A, 108, 1 12A, 1 12B, etc.) that are selectable to include functionality in the program. 

Regarding claims 75, 119, and 144, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches 
that user interface element such as control and indicators (ActiveX controls, buttons, 
switches, graphs, gauges, etc.) (functionality) may be added to the program using 
palette windows 100 (See page 2, lines 14-19). 

Regarding claims 76, 120 and 144, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches that 
palette items include icons that are selectable by the user to include nodes in the 
graphical program (See figure 4B, icons In Graph menu). 

Regarding claims 86 and 124, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches each of 
the palette window selection items Is operable when selected to display different child 
palette window (Fig. 4A-4C). 



Application/Control Number: 09/752.654 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2173 

Regarding clainn 87, the admitted prior art teaches displaying a first parent 
palette window (100A), selecting a first palette window (100B), and displaying a first 
palette window (100B). 

Regarding claims 95, 128, and 149, Applicant's admitted prior art teaches the 
displaying of a first palette window (100A) from a hierarchy of palette windows wherein 
one or more of the palette windows comprises palette items (106, 1 10A, 108A) that are 
selectable by a user to include functionality in a program. The first palette window 
includes navigation items (108A) for navigating among the hierarchy of palette windows. 
Applicant's admitted prior art also teaches the receiving of user input selecting a 
navigation item (selecting icon 108A) and the displaying of a child palette window 
(100B) in response to said user input selection (see figure 48). Applicant's admitted 
prior art differs from the claim in that Applicant's admitted prior art fails to teach that a 
first palette window is closed subsequent to said receiving the user input selecting 
navigation item. However, such feature is old and well known in the art. For example, 
Filepp teaches the navigation buttons Next 291 which, upon selected, will close the 
current page and display the next page (Fig. 3b). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Filepp teaching of a next 
button for closing a current page and display the next page in Applicant's admitted prior 
art system with the motivation being to easily navigate through the series of windows. 
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Regarding claims 78, 98, 131, and 149, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches 
when window 100B is closed, window 100A would be opened as part of the hierarchy 
window system. 

Regarding claims 96, 119, and 129, Applicant* admitted prior art also teaches 
that user interface element such as control and indicators (ActiveX controls, buttons, 
switches, graphs, gauges, etc.) (functionality) may be added to the program using 
palette windows 100 (See page 2, lines 14-19). 

Regarding claims 97, 120, and 130, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches 
that palette items include icons that are selectable by the user to include nodes in the 
graphical program (See figure 4B, icons in Graph menu). 

Regarding claims 99, 100, 101, 132-134, 139 and 140, Applicants admitted prior 
art fails to teach that navigation item includes fonA^ard item or backward item. However, 
Filepp teaches "next" icon (fonA/ard item), "back" icon (back item) to enable users to 
easily navigate through the series of windows (See Fig. 3). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Filepp's 
teaching of "next" icon (forward item), "back" icon (back item) in the display system of 
Applicant's admitted prior art with the motivation being to enable users to easily 
navigate through the series of windows. 

Regarding claims 103 and 135, Applicant's admitted prior art teaches each of the 
palette window selection items is operable when selected to display different child 
palette window (Fig. 4A-4C) 



Application/Control Number: 09/752,654 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2173 

Regarding claims 104, 136 and 151 , Applicant's admitted prior art teaches the 
displaying of a first palette window (100A) from a hierarchy of palette windows wherein 
one or more of the palette windows comprises palette items (106, 1 10A, 108A) that are 
selectable by a user to include functionality in a program. The first palette window 
includes navigation items (108A) for navigating among the hierarchy of palette windows. 
Applicant's admitted prior art also teaches the receiving of user input selecting a 
navigation item (selecting icon 108A) and the displaying of a child palette window 
(100B) in response to said user input selection (see figure 4B). Applicant's admitted 
prior art differs from the claim in that Applicant's admitted prior art fails to teach the 
closing of the first palette window and the displaying of the child palette window (second 
palette window) in response to a user input selection. However. Filepp, in the same art 
of graphical user interface system, clearly teaches at col. 49, lines 39-41 that a user 
selection of a close command can trigger the system to perform both tasks of closing a 
current window and open another window. This mechanism saves a separate step of 
opening a window, and enables efficient conditional execution. One skilled in the art 
would have recognized such efficiency advantage provided by Filepp's teaching. Thus, 
it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
to apply Filepp's teaching of closing a window and opening a window in response to a 
user selection in display system of Applicant's admitted prior art with the motivation 
being to enhance program execution efficiency. 

Regarding claims 105 and 137, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches that 
user interface element such as control and indicators (ActiveX controls, buttons, 
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switches, graphs, gauges, etc.) (functionality) may be added to the program using 
palette windows 100 (See page 2, lines 14-19). 

Regarding claims 106 and 138, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches that 
palette items include icons that are selectable by the user to include nodes in the 
graphical program (See figure 4B, icons in Graph menu). 

Regarding claim 107, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches when window 
100B is closed, window 100A would be opened as part of the hierarchy window system. 

Regarding claims 111-113, Applicant' admitted prior art also teaches each of the 
palette window selection items is operable when selected to display different child 
palette window (Fig. 4A-4C). 

Regarding claims 79, 80, 82-84, 122 and 146, Applicant's admitted prior art fails 
to teach that navigation item includes fonA^ard item or backward item. However, Filepp 
teaches "next" icon (forward item), "back" icon (back item) to enable users to easily 
navigate through the series of windows (Fig. 3). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Filepp's teaching of 
"next" icon {forward item), "back" icon (back item) in the display system of Applicant's 
admitted prior art with the motivation being to enable users to easily navigate through 
the series of windows. 

5. Claims 81, 85. 88-94, 102. 108, 110. 114-116. 123, 125-127, 141-142, 147-148. 
150, and 152 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's admitted prior art, Filepp, and Gavron. 
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Regarding claims 88, 125-127 and 148, the admitted prior art fails to teach the 
search feature including a search window. However, such feature is old and well known 
in the art as evidenced by the popular window help program which provides the search 
feature including a search window. Gavron teaches such feature in the book entitled 
"How to use Microsoft Windows NT 4 workstation" (See page 7). Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to apply 
Gavron's teaching of providing the search feature including a search window in 
Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Gavron display system with the motivation being 
to provide convenient searching feature. 

Regarding claim 89, Gavron teaches the identification and displaying of possible 
palette windows in accordance with the search criteria user input (folders). Note that 
each index entry is linked to a palette window displaying the details of that entry. 

Regarding claims 90-94, Gavron teaches search text string is used as input in 
performing the search (string "folders in figure in page 7). 

Regarding claims 81, 85, 123, 147, the admitted prior art fails to teach an "up" 
icon for the purpose of enabling user to easily navigate through a hierarchy of windows. 
However, such feature is old and well known in the art. For example, Gavron teaches, in 
the book entitled "How to use Microsoft Windows NT 4 workstation", the "up" icon (see 
the up-one-level icon in the middle of page 41). These icons undoubtedly enable the 
users to easily navigate through a hierarchy of windows. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Gavron's 
teaching of providing "back" icon, "fonA/ard" icon and "up" icon in the display system of 
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Applicant's admitted prior art with the motivation being to enable user to easily navigate 
through a hierarchy of windows. 

Regarding claims 102, 141 and 150, the admitted prior art and Filepp fails to 
teach the "up" icon for the purpose of enabling user to easily navigate through a 
hierarchy of windows. However, such features are old and well known in the art. For 
example, Gavron teaches, in the book entitled "How to use Microsoft Windows NT 4 
workstation", the "up" icon (see the up-one-level icon in the middle of page 41). These 
icons undoubtedly enable the users to easily navigate through a hierarchy of windows. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to apply Gavron's teaching of providing "back" icon, "forward" icon and "up" icon 
in the display system of Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Filepp with the 
motivation being to enable user to easily navigate through a hierarchy of windows. 

Regarding claims 108, 110, 114-116, 142 and 152, the admitted prior art and 
Filepp fails to teach the search feature including a search window. However, such 
feature is old and well known in the art as evidenced by the popular window help 
program which provides the search feature including a search window. Gavron teaches 
such feature in the book entitled "How to use Microsoft Windows NT 4 workstation" (See 
page 7). Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply Gavron's teaching of providing the search feature including 
a search window in Applicant's admitted prior art and Filepp's display system with the 
motivation being to provide convenient searching feature. 
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6. Response to Applicant's arguments filed 01/12/04. 

In response to Applicant's argument that "the prior art of Figures 4A-4C neither 
teaches or suggests the limitation "closing the first palette window in response to said 
receiving user input selecting the navigation item", it is noted that now Claims 73, 117, 
and 143 are rejected in the new ground of admitted prior art and Filepp wherein Filepp 
teaches this limitation as presented in the rejection above. 

In response to Applicant's arguments that neither the Applicant's prior art 
teaches or describes a "hierarchy of palette windows, wherein one or more of the 

palette for navigating among the hierarchy of palette window", it is noted that 

Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (b) because they amount to a 
general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
Applicant's prior art. Therefore, this argument is not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, since the 
Applicant's admitted prior art and Filepp are in the same field of graphical user interface, 
it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
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to apply Filepp teaching of a next button for closing a current page and display the next 
page in Applicant's admitted prior art system with the motivation being to easily navigate 
through the series of windows. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Kieu D. Vu 
whose telephone number is (703-605-1232). The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached on (703- 308-31 16). 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 
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(703)-872-9306 
and / or: 

(703)-746-5639 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for "INFORMAL" 
or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal paper / 
amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions) 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number Is (703-305-3900). 



Kieu D. Vu 



03/30/04 




RAYMOND J. BAYERI. 
.PRIMARY EXAMIMEP 
ART UNIT ai73 



